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This test is spurious for a number of reasons. 

There is a simple determination that can be made: was it at all 
possible? It was not. 

It ignores all the evidence about fragments and one fragment in the 
body, the evidence about the one in the thigh, ana as umes all were recaptured, 
whereas it would seem many might not have been. 

It ignores the spectrography, which can answer euestions. 

It cites one critic as speaking for all. 

Ignores "mutilation”, substituting "defored" . Not same. Ssp 530 
525 Calls himself "unihvolved" , which is refedining. 


All three artificial questions he contrives are false, as , 
inevitably, the answers also are. 

t 

526-photos can and do show flattening. H e just didn t take them, 
^either did the Commission. Did his vice mark bullet he used? 


He was allowed to handle evidence denied others. 

D 0 p e d U g out-concave ^means he handled) and he des ribes markings 
on it. He fails to answer how the core could be dug out ana theenclosure remaig 
unmarked, entirely. 

Is mechanical slicing at all comparable to the damage to a bullet by 
human bone. That bullet going 2,000 fps. Frazier _on.Jfcbis. 



